Such were the sentiments of Constantine toward the Arian controversy. They are manifested in a letter of October, 324 that Constantine addressed to both Arius and his bishop, Alexander of Alexandria, who were locked in dispute over the question of whether the Son of God is a creature. Constantine urged Arius and Alexander to realize that their dispute was insignificant and so to set it aside. Yet, as John Henry Newman recounts, Constantine's letter was "answered by the meeting of the Council of Nicaea, and by the insertion of the word 'Consubstantial' into the Creed of the Church."2 I take the precedent as a warning against dismissing the Controversy de Auxiliis as a mere intramural, Introduction to the Controversy de Auxiliis scholastic trifle. Despite its complexity, the Controversy de Auxiliis is pivotal to the basic Christian teaching on salvation and so is central to the faith and life of the Church.
To the extent the Controversy de Auxiliis is remembered at all today, it is recalled as one of the most intractable and vitriolic theological disputes in history, particularly when viewed in continuity with the related debates that preceded and followed it. While the controversy has been regarded by some as sterile and purely academic-'baroque scholasticism' at its worst-it is nevertheless important to realize that the issues it concerned were, in the final analysis, of perennial importance for the life of the Church. The importance of the matter of dispute helps to explain why de Auxiliis was so contentious: The pastoral stakes were high, and especially in the sixteenth century, when disputation over grace, freewill, justification and predestination threatened to further divide a fractured Church still reeling from the effects of the Protestant Reformation.
Reckoning by what scholars consider its official dates, the Controversy de Auxiliis began with a public debate at the University of Salamanca in January of 1582 and was formally terminated with no decisive resolution by the Holy See in September of 1607.3 While the Controversy de Auxiliis properly spans that
